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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to amendment filed February 3, 2008. 

• Claims 1 -7 and 1 5 have been cancelled. 

• Claims 8-14 are pending. 

• The applicant amended claims 8, 9, 1 0, 1 1 . 

2. Applicant's amendments, dated February 3, 2008 have been entered and made 
of record. 

Response to Remarks 

3. Applicant's remarks, dated 2/3/2008 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new 
ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office Action. 

Double Patenting 

4. Claim 9 objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of claim 
8. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that 
they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after 
allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed 
claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966) , that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: (See MPEP Ch. 
2141) 

a. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art; 

b. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims in issue; 

c. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art; and 

d. Evaluating evidence of secondary considerations for indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. Claim (8-14) are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Takahito (JP 10-079843) in view of Evansen (U.S Patent No. 3,909,515). 

Regarding claim 8: 

Takahito discloses: A printing method for printing a print image (See Takahito, 
para. [0001], MFT) on a medium comprising: a step of storing, in a memory area (See 
Takahito, para [0005]), image data that has been generated by reading an image in an 
original (See Takahito, para [0005], manuscript reading means); a step of determining 
whether or not the whole image data corresponding to said print image can be stored, in 
term of size, in said memory area (See Takahito, para [0006]), and a step of performing 
printing up to a preset number of sheets based on the image data in said memory area 
if it is determined that the whole image data can be stored in terms of size (See 
Takahito, para [0007], R/W parallel-processing means). 

Takahito does not explicitly disclose an area determination for determining which 
area in the original, is an area in which a print image exists based on the image data 
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that has been generated by reading the image in the original. However, Evansen 
discloses a facsimile machine includes a printer that determines which area in the 
original, is an area in which a print image exists: if it is determined that the whole image 
data cannot be stored in terms of size, performing an area determination for determining 
which area in the original, is an area in which a print image exists based on the image 
data that has been generated by reading the image in the original (See Evansen, 
Abstract); determining whether or not the whole image data corresponding to said print 
image can be stored, in terms of size, in said memory area based on a result of said 
area determination; and if it is determined that the whole image data can be stored in 
terms of size, storing data that has been re-read for the original having been subjected 
to said area determination in said memory area based on the result of said area 
determination (See Evansen, col. 3, line 23-28, also fig. 1 , element 13 and 15), and 
performing printing up to the preset number of sheets based on the image data in said 
memory area (See Evansen, col. 3, line 34-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art of 
the time the invention was made to combine Takahito and Evansen to provide a printing 
method determining whether or not the whole image data corresponding to said print 
image can be stored, in terms of size, in said memory area based on a result of said 
area determination; and if it is determined that the whole image data can be stored in 
terms of size, storing data that has been re-read for the original having been subjected 
to said area determination in said memory area based on the result of said area 
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determination, and performing printing up to the preset number of sheets based on the 
image data in said memory area. 

Regarding claim 9: 

Claim 9 contains the limitations of claim 8, therefore it has been analyzed and 
rejected w/r to claim 8. 

Regarding claim 10: 

A printing method according to claim 9, wherein: a scan width for which an 
image-reading section for reading the image in said original is move is changed based 
on the result of said area determination upon re-reading the original that has been 
subjected to said area determination (See Evansen, Fig. 1, scan lines 17 and 19). 

Regarding claim 11: 

A printing method according to claim 9, wherein: a scan width for which an 
image-reading section for reading the image in said original is move is not changed 
based on the result of said area determination upon re-reading the original that has 
been subjected to said area determination (See Evansen, Fig. 1, scan lines 17 and 19); 
and image data corresponding to said print image is extracted from the data that has 
been read for the original having been subjected to said area determination and is 
stored in said memory area (See Evansen, col. 6, line 41-46). 
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Regarding claim 12: 

A printing method according to claim 9, wherein, if it is determined that the whole 
image data cannot be stored in terms of size: operation of reading the original is 
performed every time printing is performed (See Takahito, drawing 3, step S4) ; and 
printing is performed up to the preset number of sheets using the image data obtained 
by the reading operation (See Takahito, para. [0023], processing of step S3). 

Regarding claim 13: 

A printing method according to claim 9, wherein: said area determination is 
performed according to an image-reading operation that is not accompanied with 
printing (See Evansen, col. 3, line 39-41). 

Regarding claim 14: 

A printing method according to claim 9, wherein: said area determination is 
performed according to an image-reading operation that is accompanied with printing 
(See Evansen, col. 3, line 39-45). 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HOA POON whose telephone number is (571)270-3758. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5:00 pm M-F EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vu Le can be reached on (571) 272-7332. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
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Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Hoa Poon/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 4157 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4157 



